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ABSTRACT 

Each state and jurisdiction that participated in the Grade 4 
NAEP (National Assessment of Educational Progress) 2003 reading assessment 
receives a one-page snapshot report that presents key findings and trends in 
a condensed format. The 53 reports in this series present bulleted text 
describing overall student results, bar charts showing NAEP achievement 
levels for each year in which the state participated, and tables displaying 
results by gender, race/ethnicity, and eligibility for free/reduced-price 
lunch. In addition, bulleted text describes the trends in average scale score 
gaps for gender, race/ethnicity, and eligibility for free/reduced-price 
lunch. Trends in scale scores at selected percentiles are also displayed. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students In 
Alabama was 207. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (207), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992(207). 

o Alabama's average score (207) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Alabama were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 42 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Alabama who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(22 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (20 percent). 
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(orrospondtng to tlie following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237; 
Profkient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Alabama had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1 992 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (30 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (30 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Alabama. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (32 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 
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^ Auommodations were not permitted 
D □ Auommodations weie permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions* includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the “Information not available* category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Alaska was 212. 

© Alaska’s average score (212) in 2003 was lower^ than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Alaska were higher than those in 6 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 36 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 28 percent in 2003. The 
percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or above 
the Basic level was 58 percent. 
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NOTE: The NAEP reoctlng scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 ar lower; Basic, 20B-237; 
Profiuent, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Alaska had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was wider than that of the Nation (8 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (17 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of the Nation (30 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (17 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (28 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (32 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (28 
points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 243, and 75 percent of students in Alaska 
scored below 241. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from Alaska. T Significantly higher than, I lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than In previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, 






Results 






Q In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Arizona was 209. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (205), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (209), 

o Arizona’s average score (209) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Arizona were higher than those in 3 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 42 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Arizona who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 23 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(22 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (21 percent). 
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o In 2003, male students in Arizona had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (8 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (22 points), 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1 992 (23 points), 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (32 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points). 
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Accommodations were not pefitutled 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes, NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments, 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described In the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






0 In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Arkansas was 214. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (213), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (211). 

© Arkansas’ average score (214) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (21 6). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Arkansas were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 34 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Arkansas who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 28 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(26 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (23 percent). 
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© In 2003, male students in Arkansas had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (1 0 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (33 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (29 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Arkansas in 1992. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 
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• « B « « Accommodation] were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

* Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 
’"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces .ed.g ov/na tionsrepor t c a r d / states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: li.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. , 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework; reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
California was 206. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (206), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (202). 

California's average score (206) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
California were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 44 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in California who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(21 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (19 percent). 
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corresponding to the following polnls: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208>237; 
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In 2003, male students in California had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (9 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 992 (36 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (33 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (37 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (36 points). 
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> ■ ■ ■ * Accommodations were not permitted 
□iriiiTMtnMiiQ Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance cxjmparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-profic;ient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differenc^es than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Colorado was 224. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 1998 (220), and was higher 
than the average score In 1992 (217). 

Colorado's average score (224) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Colorado were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 3 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Colorado who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998 
(33 percent), and was greater than that In 1992 (25 percent). 
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corresponding to the following points: Bdaw Bask 207 of lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanceti 268 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Colorado had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (21 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance 
gap was wider than that of 1992 (20 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 1998. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-profIcient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. a ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998. and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale 



reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Connecticut was 228. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (229), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (222). 

o Connecticut's average score (228) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Connecticut were higher than those in 48 jurisdictions, and not 
significantly different from those in 4 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Connecticut who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 43 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(43 percent), and was greater than that in 1 992 (34 percent). 
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NOTE: Tlie NAEP reading scole ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
(oirespondlng to the following points: Below Basic 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above. 





.... 




T ' 








Percentage 


Average 




Percentage of students at 




Reporting groups 
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In 2003, male students in Connecticut had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (37 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 992 (34 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (33 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (43 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (33 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points). 
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■ ■ ■ ■ 41 Accommodotioos were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, t lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (hig her/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available” category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework; reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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® In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
DDESS was 223. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (225). and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (219). 

© DoDEA/DDESS’ average score (223) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
DDESS were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 3 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DDESS who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (34 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1998 (32 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scab ranges from 0 to 500, with the athievemenl levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basis, 207 or lower; Bask 208*237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 
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In 2003. male students in DoDEA/DDESS had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (12 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (9 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (19 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (16 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (14 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (9 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (13 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rouncJs to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes In sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.e d.g ov/nationsre port ca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed Information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






© In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
DoDDS was 225. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (224), and was higher 
than the average score in 1994 (218). 

© DoDEA/DoDDS’ average score (225) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
DoDDS were higher than those in 35 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 14 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 3 jurisdictions. 

© The percentage of students in DoDEA/DoDDS who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (33 percent), and was greater than that in 1994 (28 
percent). 
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© In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DoDDS had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (6 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1994 (10 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (15 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1994 (18 points). 

© In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (10 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1994 (10 points). 

o Data for free/reduced-price school lunch were not available in 
DoDDS at grade 4 to compare gaps across assessment years. 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. ] Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 cxDmpared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://n c es. ed .q ov/nationsreportcard/ st a t e s/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students In 
Delaware was 224. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (224), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (213). 

Delaware’s average score (224) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Delaware were higher than those in 33 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 3 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Delaware who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(35 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (24 percent). 
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© In 2003, male students in Delaware had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (4 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (8 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Delaware in 1992. 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of 1998 (30 points). 
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• • ■ ■ Hi Accommodations were not permitted 
□ O Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free /reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain Information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






tudent 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
District of Columbia was 188. This was not found to be 
significantly differenf from the average score in 2002 (191), 
and was not found to be significantly different from the average 
score in 1992 (188). 

District of Columbia's average score (188) in 2003 was lower 
than that of the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
District of Columbia were lower than those in 52 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in District of Columbia who 
performed at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 10 
percent in 2003. This percentage was not found to be 
significantly different from 2002 (10 percent), and was not 
found to be significantly different from 1992 (10 percent). 



District of Columbia (Public) 
im' 

1994 ^ 



1998 

2002 

2003 

on (PubI 
2003 



r— 50 — tji 


'8 |r 


1 , ii i6- 


2 


r:i _::,s 17 - 


8 0 3 


1 m 1 jj 


8 1 r 




issfl 3 


) 




32 


K 73 







P«rcontage below Bask and at Bask 

and Advmed 

O below Bask □ Bask O Proficient O Advanced 

^ A((om»o(iations were not pemiftted for thk assessment. 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237; 
Profkieut, 238*267; Advoacei 268 or obove. 
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In 2003, male students in District of Columbia had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (13 points). 
This performance gap was wider than that of 1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (70 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (62 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (67 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (57 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of 1998 (42 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (hig her/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions” includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed. a ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Florida was 218. This was higher^ than the average score in 
2002 (214), and was higher than the average score in 1992 
(208). 

Florida’s average score (21 8) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Florida were higher than those in 14 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 20 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Florida who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proricient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was greater than that in 2002 (27 percent), and 
was greater than that in 1992 (21 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Florida had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (33 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (18 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (15 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 






500 

250 

240 

230 

220 

210 

200 

190 

160 

170 






Per<entile$ 



234 * 235 * 
210* 208* 
185 * 




ol 



•92 *94 



‘98 



*02*03 



>■■*4 AccommodaHoas were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

* Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-profident students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortcard/states / for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



0 In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Georgia was 214. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (215), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (212). 

o Georgia’s average score (214) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Georgia were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 8 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 35 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Georgia who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (25 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Georgia had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (28 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Georgia in 1992. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

• Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale 



reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Hawaii was 208. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (208), and was higher than the 
average score in 1992 (203). 

Hawaii's average score (208) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Hawaii were higher than those in 2 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 8 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 42 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Hawaii who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(21 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (17 percent). 
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Reporting groups 
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In 2003, male students in Hawaii had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (10 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (10 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (18 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (19 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 
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Auommodatioas were not permitted 
A«ommodatiofit were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons {higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments, 

’ ”Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Idaho was 218. This was not found to be significantly different’ 
from the average score in 2002 (220), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (219). 

Idaho’s average score (21 8) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Idaho were higher than those In 15 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 17 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 20 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Idaho who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 30 percent In 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (28 percent). 
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Reporting groups 
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o In 2003, male students in Idaho had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (6 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (4 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Idaho. 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (23 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points), 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (19 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (19 points). 
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* ■ ■ ■ ^ Accomroodatioas were nof permitted 
□ □ Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate, 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-profident students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 cx>mpared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch Is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD:/ynces.ed.Qov/nationsrePortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



ResuIMfonilliriois 



® In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students In 
Illinois was 216. 

© Illinois’ average score (216) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different’ from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Illinois were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 25 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. The 
percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or above 
the Basic level was 61 percent. 
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In 2003. male students in Illinois had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the 
Nation (8 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (34 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (30 
points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (31 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (28 
points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (35 points). This performance 
gap was wider than that of the Nation (28 points). 



Scale Score Distribution 

as*** 50*'’ 75*'’ 



Illinois 

Nation (Public) 



Percentiie 

191 

193 



Percentile 

219 

219 



Percentile 

244 

243 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 243, and 75 percent of students in Illinois 
scored below 244. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from Illinois. I Significantly higher than, i lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficlent students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes, NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p.7/nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment, 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students In 
Indiana was 220. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (221). 

Indiana's average score (220) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated In the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Indiana were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 8 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Indiana who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent In 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(33 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (30 percent). 
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NOfE: Tiio NAEP reading scale ranges Irom 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238*267; Advoncei 268 or above. 
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Percentage 

Reporting groups of students 


Average 

Score 


Percentage of students at 
Below Basic Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


49 


216 


38 34 23 


6 


Female 


51 


224 


30 33 27 


10 



White 


80 


224 


29 


34 


27 


9 


Black 


12 


197 


62 


27 


9 


2 


Hispanic 


5 


212 


42 


32 


21 


5 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


1 


___ 


— 


— 


— 


— 


American Indian/Alaska Native 


# 


— 


— 




— 


— 



Free/reduced -price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



35 

63 



205 

229 



51 

25 



30 

35 



15 

30 



3 

10 



In 2003, male students in Indiana had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (25 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Indiana in 1992. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average' score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (23 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed Information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Iowa was 223. This was not found to be significantly different' 
from the average score In 2002 (223), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (225). 

Iowa's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that of the 
nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Iowa were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
3 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Iowa who performed at or above 
the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(35 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (36 percent). 
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corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208>237; 
Profkhnt, 233*267; Advoaceii 263 or above. 



Reporting groups 



Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 



51 

49 



220 

227 



33 

26 
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35 



26 

29 



White 


87 


226 


26 
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30 
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Black 
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66 


26 
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52 
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16 
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Aslan/Pacific Islander 
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American Indian/Alaska Native 
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___ 
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Free/reduced-price school lunch 














Eligible 


32 
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47 
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Not eligible 


67 
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22 
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33 
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0 In 2003, male students in Iowa had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (7 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (30 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 1992 (18 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Iowa in 1 992. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 
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• ■ ■ • ^ Accommodations were not permitted 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

* Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. Q OV/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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0 In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Kansas was 220. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (221). 

o Kansas' average score (220) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Kansas were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 28 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 8 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Kansas who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(34 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (34 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Bask, 208*237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above. 
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Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 


52 

48 


216 

224 


38 

29 


33 

34 


23 

27 
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White 


78 


225 


29 


35 


28 
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Black 


10 
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26 


12 
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Hispanic 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 
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— 


— 


— 


American Indian/Alaska Native 
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Free/reduced -price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



41 

58 
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230 



49 
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34 



15 

32 
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In 2003, male students in Kansas had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (18 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (25 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than In previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions” includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. a ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1998. 2002. and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale 



reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Kentucky was 21 9, This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (21 9), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (213). 

Kentucky’s average score (219) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Kentucky were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 11 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Kentucky who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(30 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (23 percent). 
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Reporting groups 
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Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient 
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In 2003, male students in Kentucky had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (18 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Kentucky. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade Indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited*English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nce s.ed.q ov/nations re portcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Louisiana was 205. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (207), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (204). 

o Louisiana's average score (205) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Louisiana were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 6 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 45 jurisdictions. 
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© The percentage of students in Louisiana who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 20 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(20 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (15 percent). 



NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basf<^ 707 or lower; fos/c 208*237; 
Ffofkieof, 238*267; Advontei 268 ot above. 






Percentage 


Average 


Percentage of students at 




Reporting groups 


of students 


Score 


Below Basic Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


52 


200 


56 27 


14 


3 


Female 


48 


210 


46 31 


18 


4 



White 44 

Black 53 

Hispanic 1 

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 



223 

189 



30 

70 



37 

22 



26 

7 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 

Eligible 63 195 62 26 10 1 

Not eligible 33 224 30 34 28 8 




« In 2003, male students in Louisiana had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (7 points). 

© In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (35 points). This performance gap 
was wider than that of 1 992 (26 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Louisiana. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

* Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

‘ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free /reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed .q ov/nationsre p ortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale 



reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
ranges from 0 to 500. 



in 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Maine was 224. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (225), and was lower than the 
average score in 1 992 (227). 

Maine’s average score (224) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Maine were higher than those in 31 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 3 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Maine who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(35 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (36 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reodlng scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the odiievement levels 
(otresponding to the following polnls: Below Bask 207 oi lower; Bask 208-227; 
Proficient^ 238-267; Advanted, 266 or above. 


















Reporting groups 
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Score Below Basic Basic Proficient 
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0 In 2003, male students in Maine had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (5 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (4 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Maine. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Maine. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

• Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.Qov / n ationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: US. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(N/\EP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The Nation's Report Card 


Maryland 




Reading 2003 


Grade 4 

Public Schools 










The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Maryland was 219. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (217), and was higher 
than the average score in 1 992 (211). 

Maryland’s average score (219) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Maryland were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 14 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Maryland who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(30 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (24 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Maryland had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (9 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (29 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (22 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1 992 (24 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (31 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size Insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 
’"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.e d.g ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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Reading 2003 
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Public Schools 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale 



reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Massachusetts was 228. This was lower^ than the average 
score in 2002 (234), and was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 1992 (226). 

Massachusetts’ average score (228) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Massachusetts were higher than those in 48 jurisdictions, and 
not significantly different from those in 4 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Massachusetts who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was smaller than that in 2002 (47 percent), 
and was not found to be significantly different from 1992 (36 
percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Massachusetts had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (5 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (2 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (32 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (34 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (28 points). 
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>-■■4 Accommodations were not permiMed 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free /reduced-price lunch Is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. Q OV/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The Nation's Report Card 




Michigan 




Reading 2003 




Grade 4 

Public Schools 












The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



:4' 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Michigan was 219. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (219), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992(216). 

Michigan's average score (219) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Michigan were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 21 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 15 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Michigan who performed at or 
above the NAEP Pro//c/enf level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(30 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (26 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Michigan had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (6 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (4 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (40 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (35 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Michigan in 1992. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
' school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). 




Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higherAower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistic:al significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ ’’Jurisdictions* includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available* category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading In two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Minnesota was 223. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score In 2002 (225), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (221). 

Minnesota’s average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Minnesota were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Minnesota who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (31 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Minnesota had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This 
performance gap was wider than that of 1992 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (35 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (34 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Minnesota in 1992. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 998 (30 points). 
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■ •■■4 Accommodotions were not permitted 
O Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. ! Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exc:iusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students In the NAEP samples and changes In sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ “Jurisdictions* includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the “Information not available* category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.e d.Q ov/nations re Dortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998. 2002. and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



Results 






■ 0 



Student 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Mississippi was 205. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (203), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (199). 

Mississippi's average score (205) in 2003 was lower than that 
of the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Mississippi were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 44 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Mississippi who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 18 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(16 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (14 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Mississippi had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (31 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Mississippi. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 
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Accommodotions were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes In sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.QOv/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed Information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Missouri was 222. This was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 2002 (220), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (220). 

Missouri's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Missouri were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Missouri who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(32 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (30 percent). 
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o In 2003, male students in Missouri had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (30 points), 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Missouri in 1992. 

• In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-Engllsh-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments, 

* "Jurisdictions* includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools), 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.q ov/na tionsre portca rd /state s/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U S\ Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The Nation's Report Card 

Reading 2003 






The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



© In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Montana was 223. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (224), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1994 (222). 

« Montana's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

© Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Montana were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

© The percentage of students in Montana who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(36 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1994 (35 percent). 
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0 In 2003, male students in Montana had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1994 (9 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Montana. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Montana. 

• In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than. I lower than 2002. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 




31 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 







The Nation's Report Card 
State O ^ ^ : 



Reading 2003 









Nebraska 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Nebraska was 221. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (221). 

Nebraska’s average score (221 ) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Nebraska were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 8 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Nebraska who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(34 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (31 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Nebraska had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (7 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (21 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (28 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (23 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (19 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (22 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rouncts to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 
’"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002. and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Nevada was 207. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (209), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1998 (206). 

Nevada’s average score (207) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Nevada were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 44 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Nevada who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 20 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(21 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1 998 (20 percent). 
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In 2003, male students in Nevada had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1 998 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes’ have Increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 







© In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
New Hampshire was 228. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 1998 (226), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (228). 

o New Hampshire’s average score (228) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation’s public schools (216). 

0 Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
New Hampshire were higher than those in 48 jurisdictions, and 
not significantly different from those in 4 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
1998 (37 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1 992 (38 percent). 
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Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 


Male 50 224 29 37 28 7 

Female 50 232 22 33 33 12 


White 94 229 24 35 31 10 

Black 2 — — — — — 

Hispanic 2 206 52 29 15 3 

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 — — 

American Indian/Alaska Native # 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 

Eligible 17 206 49 32 16 2 

Not eligible 73 233 20 35 34 11 
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o In 2003, male students in New Hampshire had an average 
score that was lower than that of female students (8 points). 
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (7 points). 

0 The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in New Hampshire. 

0 The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in New Hampshire in 1992. 

0 In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 1998. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
New Jersey was 225. This was higher’ than the average score 
in 1994 (219), and was not found to be significantly different 
from the average score in 1 992 (223). 

© New Jersey’s average score (225) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
New Jersey were higher than those in 34 jurisdictions, and not 
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in New Jersey who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 39 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was greater than that in 1994 (33 percent), and 
was not found to be significantly different from 1992 (35 
percent). 
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In 2003, male students in New Jersey had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (36 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (35 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (24 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of 1 992 (38 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (30 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (28 
points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 1994. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficyent students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. g ov/nationsreport card/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading In two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
New Mexico was 203. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (208), and was lower 
than the average score in 1 992 (21 1 ). 

New Mexico’s average score (203) in 2003 was lower than that 
of the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* * that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
New Mexico were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not 
significantly different from those in 5 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 46 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in New Mexico who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 19 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (21 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1 992 (23 percent). 
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^ AccomDMdations were not permitted for thh assessraent. 

NOTE: Tlie NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the odilevenient levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 707 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Profkleut, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 



Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 
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In 2003, male students in New Mexico had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (5 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (4 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (21 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

* Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.e d.q ov/natio nsre portca rd/ s t ate s/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale 



reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
ranges from 0 to 500. 



Overall 



Student 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
New York was 222. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (222), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (215). 

New York's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
New York were higher than those In 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in New York who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(35 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (27 percent). 
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Advaated 

□ below Bask □ Bask □ Proficient Q Advanced 

^ A<(omaiodarfom were not porniitted for thH assessment. 

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 ro 500, with the ochlevement levels 
cot re spoil ding to the following points: Befow Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208’237; 
Profkleat, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 



Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 
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50 
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In 2003, male students in New York had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (27 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of 1 992 (42 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (30 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points). 
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AccommcdatioQS were not permitted 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than In previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002. and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
North Carolina was 221. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (222), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (212). 

North Carolina's average score (221) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
North Carolina were higher than those in 19 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in North Carolina who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. 

This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (32 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (25 
percent). 
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Percentage below Bosk and at Bosk Percentage at ProfKknt and 
Advacced 

O below ^ffy/c \3 Basic nProfidsnt Q Advanced 

" Accomawdatfons were not permitted lor thh assessment. 

NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the cxhlevenient levels 
cairespondlng to the following petals: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 



Reporting groups 


Percentage 
of students 


Average 

Score 


Percentage of students at 
Below Basic Basic Proficient 


Advanced 
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In 2003, male students in North Carolina had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in North Carolina in 1992. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 
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• Accommodatioas were not permitted 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes, NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments, 

* "Jurisdictions” includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http: //nces.ed .gov/nati o nsreport card / state s/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
North Dakota was 222. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (224), and was lower 
than the average score in 1992 (226). 

© North Dakota's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
North Dakota were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 6 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in North Dakota who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (34 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1992 (35 percent). 
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NOTE: 'Hie NAEP reading »ole ranges irora 0 to 500, with the athievcmeni levels 
corresponcfing to the following points: Bdow Basic, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238*267; Advanced, 268 or above. 



Reporting groups 



Percentage Average Percentage of students at 
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o In 2003, male students in North Dakota had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (3 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in North Dakota. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in North Dakota. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (15 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 



— Reporting standards not met; sample size Insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 
! Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 



' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed.go v/nationsre port card/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments, 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



© In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Ohio was 222. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (222), and was higher than the 
average score in 1992 (217). 

o Ohio’s average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that of the 
nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Ohio were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
4 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Ohio who performed at or above 
the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(34 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (27 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reeding scale ranges irom 0 to 500, with the ochievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Bask, 208-237; 
PioBclent, 238-267; Advanadr 268 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in Ohio had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (8 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points). 

© The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Ohio in 1992. 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (24 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

‘ Significantly ctifferent from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-Engiish-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch Is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Oklahoma was 214. This was not found to be significantly 
different' from the average score in 2002 (213), and was lower 
than the average score in 1 992 (220). 

Oklahoma’s average score (214) in 2003 was lower than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Oklahoma were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 8 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 35 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Oklahoma who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(26 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (29 percent). 
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NOTE: Tlie NAEP reading scale ranges Ironi 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advonred, 268 or above. 







'>» >-■ ..'i iA <■< 








Reporting groups 


Percentage Average 

of students Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


49 


210 


43 


35 


19 


4 


Female 


51 


217 


37 


34 


23 


6 


White 


61 


220 


32 


36 


25 


6 


Black 


11 


195 


59 


29 


11 


1 


Hispanic 


7 


200 


56 


29 


13 


2 


Asian/Pacific Islander 


1 


— 


— 


— 


— 




American Indian/Alaska Native 


18 


206 


48 


34 


15 


3 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 


55 


204 


51 


32 


15 


2 


Not eligible 


42 


227 


25 


37 


30 


8 









In 2003, male students in Oklahoma had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (22 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (21 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (16 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points). 
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» ■ ■ ■ ^ Accommodotions were not permitted 
□' '"'O Accommodotions were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rouneJs to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. ! Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. g ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Oregon was 218. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (220), and was higher 
than the average score in 1998 (212). 

Oregon’s average score (218) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Oregon were higher than those in 13 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 21 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Oregon who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(31 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1998 (26 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, whh the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 



Reporting groups 
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51 

49 
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White 
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In 2003, male students in Oregon had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1998 (8 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (19 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (23 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of 1998 (39 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of 1998 (30 points). 
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■ Accoimnodotions weie not permitted 
Accommodations weie pennitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit hUp://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain Information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 

1 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Pennsylvania was 219. This was not found to be significantly 
different’ from the average score in 2002 (221 ), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (221). 

Pennsylvania’s average score (219) in 2003 was not found to 
be significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Pennsylvania were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 15 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Pennsylvania who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (34 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1992 (32 percent). 
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NOTE: Tile NAIP reading scale rangos irom 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 207 or lower; Bask 208-237; 
FrofUient^ 238*267; Advanced 268 or above. 
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Reporting groups 
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Score 


Below Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 
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49 
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28 
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White 
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227 
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35 


3r 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
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In 2003, male students in Pennsylvania had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (36 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (36 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (32 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (35 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (33 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (32 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http:/ /nc es.ed.qo v/na t ionsre Dort car d/ st ates/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of EducaFion, InstiFute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Rhode Island was 216. This was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 2002 (220), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (217). 

Rhode Island’s average score (216) in 2003 was not found to 
be significantly different from that of the nation’s public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and Jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Rhode Island were higher than those in 1 1 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 25 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Rhode Island who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 29 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (32 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1992 (28 percent). 
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® AccomoiodaKons were not permitted for this assessment. 

NOTE: The NAEP feeding scale ronges from 0 to 500, with the CKhlevement levels 
cotrespwiding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basl^ 208-237; 
Profklent, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above. 



















Reporting groups 




Percentage Average 
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In 2003, male students in Rhode Island had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (7 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (4 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (31 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (40 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced- price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points). 
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Accommodotions were not permitted 
"O Accommodotions were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. ~ Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. ? Significantly higher than, J lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons {higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students In the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 

Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreportcard/state s/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
South Carolina was 215. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (214), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (210). 

South Carolina’s average score (215) in 2003 was not found to 
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
South Carolina were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 13 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 30 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in South Carolina who performed 
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. 
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (26 percent), and was greater than that in 1992 (22 
percent). 
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A((om»odattont ware not permitted lor thh ossettnient. 

NOTE: The NAEP reading s<ale ranges Irom 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following pcdnts: Below Bask 207 or lower; BasJ^ 208-237; 
Profklent, 238-267; Advattced, 268 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in South Carolina had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992(7 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1 992 (27 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in South Carolina in 1992. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points). 
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Accommodotions were not perinitled 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficlent students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. o ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
South Dakota was 222. 

o South Dakota’s average score (222) in 2003 was higher^ than 
that of the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
South Dakota were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 4 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. 
The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at 
or above the Basic level was 69 percent. 
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NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points; Below Basic, 707 or lower; Basic, 208*237; 
Profiuent, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above. 









Reportmg grou ps 

Male 

Female 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



51 

49 



220 t 

225 t 



34 i 
28 1 



35 t 

36 



24 I 
28 



White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
American Indian/Alaska Native 



84 t 

1 i 

2 i 
1 i 

12 t 



227 



197 



26 



60 



37 



28 



29 



10 



Free/reduced -price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



37 i 

62 t 



210 I 

230 



45 i 
22 



34 r 

36 



18 t 
31 



3 

10 



o In 2003, male students in South Dakota had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (6 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the 
Nation (8 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable 
estimate for Black students in South Dakota. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable 
estimate for Hispanic students in South Dakota. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that 
of students who were eligible (20 points). This performance 
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (28 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP 
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower, 
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example, 
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools 
nationally scored below 243, and 75 percent of students in South 
Dakota scored below 246. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from South Dakota. T Significantly higher than, I lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public). 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nc es.ed.q ov/nations re portcard/state s/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 



o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Tennessee was 212. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (214), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992(212). 

o Tennessee’s average score (212) in 2003 was lower than that 
of the nation’s public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Tennessee were higher than those in 6 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 36 jurisdictions. 
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0 The percentage of students in Tennessee who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(25 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (23 percent). 


NOTE: The NAEP reodlng scale ranges iron) 0 to 500, witb the (Khlevement levels 
corresponding to the following plants: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Profkleuf, 238-267; Advancei 268 or above. 
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Reporting groups 


Pe rce nta ge Average 

of students Score 


Below Basic 


Percentage of students at 
Basic Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


52 


208 


47 


31 


18 
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Female 


48 


217 


38 


31 


22 


8 


White 


71 


220 


33 


35 


24 


8 


Black 


25 


188 


70 


21 


8 
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Hispanic 
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206 


49 


24 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 
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Free/reduced-price school lunch 
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In 2003, male students in Tennessee had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Tennessee in 1992. 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-profident students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt D://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreoortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP). 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






Results 



In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Texas was 215. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score In 2002 (217), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (213). 

Texas’ average score (215) in 2003 was not found to be 
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools 
(216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Texas were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
33 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Texas who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (24 percent). 
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AcconiMdaKons were nof permfffed lor thH assessreenf. 

NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with The achievement levels 
corresponding to the loDowlng pdnts: Below Bask 207 or lower; Basic, 208-2^7; 
Prafkleaf, 238*267; Advanced 268 or above. 
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Percentage 


Average 




Percentage of students at 




Reporting groups 


of students 


Score 


Befow Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


Advanced 


Male 


51 


212 


44 


32 


20 


5 


Female 


49 


218 


38 


33 


22 
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White 


41 


227 


26 


35 


30 
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Black 


14 


202 


56 
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13 
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Hispanic 


42 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 
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American Indian/Alaska Native 


1 


— 








— 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 
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In 2003, male students in Texas had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (6 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points). 

In 2003. White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (24 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (22 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (23 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/red uced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap 
was narrower than that of 1998 (31 points). 
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Accommodatiops were not perimtted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (hig her/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit httD://nces.ed. Q OV/nationsreDort card/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Utah was 219. This was not found to be significantly different^ 
from the average score in 2002 (222), and was not found to be 
significantly different from the average score in 1992 (220). 

o Utah's average score (21 9) in 2003 was higher than that of the 
nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Utah were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not significantly 
different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower than those in 
14 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Utah who performed at or above 
the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(33 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (30 percent). 
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P«r(enlago below Bask and at Bask Pcnenlage at Profkkttt and 

Advanad 

O below Bask □ Bask □ Proficfent H Advanced 

® A«ommodationt were not permitted for thh asMiment. 

NOTE: The NAEP reoding srde rangci from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
(01 responding to tho following points: Below Bastc^ 207 or towor; Basic, 208-237; 
Profklenl, 238-267; Advoticed 268 or obove. 
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Reporting groups 



Percentage 
of students 



Average 

Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 

Female 



51 

49 



215 

224 



38 
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— 




--- 
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Hispanic 


11 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 
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American Indian/Alaska Native 
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Free/reduced-price school lunch 
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o In 2003, male students in Utah had an average score that was 
lower than that of female students (9 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (7 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Utah. 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (29 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (21 points). 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points). 
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Accotnmodofions were not pefiniHed 
Auommodotions were permiffed 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

• Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

^ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free /reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. Q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Vermont was 226. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (227). 

Vermont's average score (226) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions* that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Vermont were higher than those in 41 jurisdictions, and not 
significantly different from those in 1 1 jurisdictions. 
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The percentage of students in Vermont who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(39 percent). 



NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500,, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the foilowlog points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 20S-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 




Percentage 

Reporting groups of students 

Male 51 

Female 49 

White 95 

Black 2 

Hispanic 1 

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 



Average Percentage of students at 

Score Below Basic Basic Proficient 

224 29 37 27 

229 24 36 31 

226 27 37 29 
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Advanced 

7 

9 

8 



Free/reduced-price school lunch 

Eligible 29 214 

Not eligible 69 231 



o In 2003, male students in Vermont had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (5 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
2002 (8 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Vermont. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Vermont. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (20 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http: //nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Virginia was 223. This was not found to be significantly 
different' from the average score in 2002 (225), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (221). 

Virginia's average score (223) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation’s public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Virginia were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 3 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Virginia who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (31 percent). 
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Proficient, 238-267; Advanced 268 or above. 
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o In 2003, male students in Virginia had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (8 points). 

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (26 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in Virginia In 1992. 

© In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 
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Auommodotions were not permitted 
Auommodotions were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



U The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and Hmited-English-proficient students In the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt p://nces.ed. o ov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Washington was 221. This was not found to be significantly 
different' from the average score in 2002 (224), and was higher 
than the average score in 1994 (213). 

o Washington’s average score (221) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students’ average scale scores in 
Washington were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 7 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Washington who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(35 percent), and was greater than that in 1994 (27 percent). 
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NOTE: The NAEP leading scale ranges Irom 0 to 500, with the achievement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Bdow Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Froficknt, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 
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In 2003, male students in Washington had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1994 (8 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (14 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1994 (19 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1994 (32 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points). 




Percentiles 



Accomniodotions were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

’ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE; Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htt o://nces.ed.QOv/nationsreDortca rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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0 In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
West Virginia was 219. This was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 2002 (219), and was higher 
than the average score in 1992 (216). 

o West Virginia's average score (21 9) in 2003 was higher than 
that of the nation’s public schools (216). 

0 Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
West Virginia were higher than those in 16 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 21 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 15 jurisdictions. 

© The percentage of students in West Virginia who performed at 
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 29 percent in 2003. 

This percentage was not found to be significantly different from 
2002 (28 percent), and was not found to be significantly 
different from 1992 (25 percent). 
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^ AccomoMdationt were not permOted for thh atsettraent. 

NOTE: The NAEP reoding scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the ochlevement levels 
corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Proficient, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or above. 
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Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 


Male 51 215 40 35 20 5 

Female 49 223 30 38 26 7 


White 95 220 35 36 23 6 

Black 4 203 55 32 13 # 

Hispanic # 

Asian/Pacific Islander # — — — — 

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 — — — — 


Free/reduced-price school lunch 

Eligible 54 212 43 36 18 3 

Not eligible 45 228 25 37 29 9 






0 In 2003, male students in West Virginia had an average score 
that was lower than that of female students (8 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (8 points). 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in West Virginia in 1992. 

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Hispanic students in West Virginia. 

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points). 
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• ■ ■ • ^ Accommodations were not permitted 
□ Accommodations were permitted 

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



# The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. t Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002. 

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited<English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 
^"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced -price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http; //nce s. e d.q ov/n a tions re DO flea rd/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 






In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Wisconsin was 221. This was not found to be significantly 
different from the average score in 1998 (222), and was lower 
than the average score in 1992 (224). 

Wisconsin's average score (221 ) in 2003 was higher than that 
of the nation's public schools (216). 

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Wisconsin were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 8 jurisdictions. 

The percentage of students in Wisconsin who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998 
(34 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (33 percent). 
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corresponding to tlic following points: Below Bosk 207 or lower; Basic, 208-237; 
Profkknf, 238-267; Advanced, 268 or obove. 






Reporting groups 



Percentage Average Percentage of students at 

of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 



Male 


51 


217 
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Female 


49 


225 


28 


35 
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White 


79 


225 


27 


36 


29 
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Black 
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29 


11 
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Hispanic 
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209 


46 


34 


16 
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Asian/Pacific Islander 


3 


213 


46 


27 
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American Indian/Alaska Native 


2 


211 
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33 
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Free/reduced-price school lunch 
Eligible 

Not eligible 



29 

67 



205 

228 



50 

25 



33 

37 



15 
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In 2003, male students in Wisconsin had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (5 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1992 (28 points). 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (16 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (18 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points). 
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Accommodations were not permitted 
Accommodations were permitted 



An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003, 1 Significantly higher than. I lower than 1998. 

* Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

’ "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit http://nces.ed. q ov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S, Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in two contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for 
literary experience and to gain information. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. 
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o In 2003, the average scale score for fourth-grade students in 
Wyoming was 222. This was not found to be significantly 
different^ from the average score in 2002 (221 ), and was not 
found to be significantly different from the average score in 
1992 (223). 

o Wyoming's average score (222) in 2003 was higher than that of 
the nation's public schools (216). 

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions^ that participated in the 2003 
fourth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in 
Wyoming were higher than those in 24 jurisdictions, not 
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower 
than those in 5 jurisdictions. 

o The percentage of students in Wyoming who performed at or 
above the NAEP Proricient level was 34 percent in 2003. This 
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002 
(31 percent), and was not found to be significantly different 
from 1992 (33 percent). 
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<01 responding to the loDowlng polnis: Below Basic, 207 or lower; Bask 208-237; 
Profkleiit, 238*267; Advamed, 268 oi obove. 
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Percentage Average 
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Male 

Female 



of students 



Score 



Percentage of students at 

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 
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In 2003, male students in Wyoming had an average score that 
was lower than that of female students (6 points). This 
performance gap was not significantly different from that of 
1992 (6 points). 

The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate 
for Black students in Wyoming. 

In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher 
than that of Hispanic students (1 1 points). This performance 
gap was not significantly different from that of 1992 (19 points). 

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced -price 
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of 
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap 
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (18 points). 
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An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at 
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. 



* The estimate rounds to zero. — Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. 

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, i lower than 2002. 

^ Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used fortesting statistical significance. Performance comparisons may 
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample 
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 cx)mpared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments. 

* "Jurisdictions* includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools). 
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/re duced-pric» lunch is not displayed. 
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages. 

Visit htto://nces.ed.Qov/nationsreDortcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 
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